Variable coding/wording for ANES variables
• Was Barack Obama definitely born in the United States, probably born in the United States, probably born in another country, or definitely born in another country? (nonmain_born) 0. Definitely born in the U.S.
1. Probably born in the U.S.
Probably born in another country

Definitely born in another country
• Does the health care law passed in 2010 definitely authorize government panels to make end-of-life decisions for people on Medicare, probably authorize government panels to make end-of-life decisions for people on Medicare, probably not authorize government panels to make end-of-life decisions for people on Medicare, or definitely not authorize government panels to make end-of-life decisions for people on Medicare? 4 Exploratory Factor Analysis Results While all conspiracy items have strong positive loadings on the first factor, they also have strong loadings on the second factor 1 . Moreover, the second factor loadings for what could be considered the Republican conspiracies -the "birther" and "death panel" theories -are negative, whereas the loadings for what could be considered the Democratic conspiracies -the "truther" and "levee breach" theories -are positive. A two dimensional solution is also more appropriate than a unidimensional one given the high proportion of varianceapproximately 38% -accounted for by the second factor 2 .
Explanation and Distribution of Conspiratorial Thinking Items
Conspiratorial thinking is a style of reasoning about the political world and our place in it (Hofstadter 1964) . A conspiracy theory is often understood to be an explanation of a given event (or a set of events) by referencing the secret plan of a small collection of unknown individuals (or groups) that have the intention (often disguised) to assume more power (Bruder, Haffke, Neave, Nouripanah & Imhoff 2013 , Keeley 1999 . Rather than focusing on filling out the specifics of any one conspiracy, the more fruitful direction is to study the prevalence of this "narrative form" or "style" of thinking (Barkun 2003 , Fenster 2008 , Hofstadter 1964 ). The proper starting point of any conspiracy theory is suspicion toward is certainly a sign of a suspicious belief system, it does not necessarily mean that someone is wholly a "conspiracy theorist." Instead, we should conclude the reverse: The belief that politicians lie is a logically necessary belief for conspiracy theorists, but not a logically sufficient one.
The second question we ask follows previous research in suggesting that another aspect of conspiratorial thinking is the belief that the democratic machinery has broken down and been overtaken by elite interests:
2. Government institutions are largely controlled by elite outside interests. (Outside Interests)
American political populism cannot survive without this belief in a powerful elite (Hofstadter 1964 , Fenster 2008 , and it is at the core of Ucisnski and Parent's (2014) finding of widespread conspiratorial thinking. Again, we do not argue that someone who believes that a small and powerful elite controls our governmental institutions is necessarily a conspiracy theorist, but rather that the "paranoid style" requires this belief (Hofstadter 1964 , Fenster 2008 , Keeley 1999 , Pigden 2007 , Uscinski & Parent 2014 .
Recent research shows that individuals who believe in conspiracy theories are more likely to commit the "conjunction fallacy" in reasoning about the probability of two independent events occurring. For this reason, conspiracy theorists often believe that everything is connected, or that there are no accidents (Barkun 2003 , Brotherton & French 2014 , Keeley 1999 .
In order to tap this peculiar psychological process, we ask individuals the extent to which they (dis)agree that there are "accidents" in national politics:
3. In national politics, nothing happens by accident. (No Accidents)
Again, though individuals who do not believe in conspiracy theories are also prone to make the same erroneous probability calculations, it is more prevalent among conspiracy believers largely because they necessarily posit a world where there are no accidents, where the world is potentially wholly discernible.
Finally, the paranoid style culminates in the belief that not only are there no accidents, but also that the individual can "see" or uncover the (otherwise) secret plots or plans of others. The idea that every act has a cause blossoms into a stronger belief that every act has an intentional cause. This phenomenon is called "intentionality bias," and individuals who believe in conspiracies are more prone to believe that an act is intentional than not.
This intentionality bias is akin to Oliver and Wood's (2014) "unseen forces" aspect of the paranoid style. Our last question asks the extent to which the respondent (dis)agrees that she can see the secret patterns or designs around her:
4. You can see patterns, designs, and secret activities everywhere once you know where to look. (Secret Designs)
This last aspect of suspicion is the peak of the "paranoid style," a habit of thinking in which everything has a (known) cause and, moreover, is caused by a lying elite. This last question takes the concept of suspicion to its natural conclusion that the surface of a matter is a cleverly designed deception.
The distributions of responses to these items appear in Figure 1A . Outside Interests
